The article argues that the evidence that has been systematically analyzed in the study that grounds this volume at once support and undermine certain elements of the two theoretical frameworks that grounded the research: Upendra Baxi's germinal theory on the emergence to global dominance of a kind of "trade-related market-friendly human rights" (TREMF) paradigm/discourse/mentality, and Martha Finnemore and Karthryn Sikikink's strategic social constructivist theory on the role of the norm entrepreneur in generating and driving the so-called human rights "norm life cycles." The article then suggests, in consequence, that both of these theoretical frameworks require a (modest) measure of refinement.
emergence in our time of a trade-related market friendly (TREMF) human rights paradigm; 2 and for certain theories on human rights and state sovereignty. 3 This overview article focuses on the first two of these theoretical sets of questions, i.e. the norm life cycle and TREMF theories. The third theoretical framework, on state sovereignty, is dealt with in Zachary Lomo's contribution to this volume.
This article therefore attempts to flesh out the implications for each of these two theoretical frameworks of the evidence revealed by, and analysed as part of, the field/desk investigations that this volume is based on. To what extent are the norm life cycle and TREMF theories supported or challenged by the findings of our study? And, thus, to what extent does the study contribute to the exemplification and/or refinement of the relevant theoretical frameworks?
B. Baxian TREMF Anxieties
The study on which this volume is based appears to have much relevance for Upendra
Baxi's germinal theory on the emergence to global dominance of a "trade-related marketfriendly" (TREMF) human rights paradigm/discourse. As stated by Baxi himself, his overarching TREMF theory is that:
"The paradigm of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights [UDH] is being steadily, but surely, supplanted by that of trade-related, market-friendly human rights. This new paradigm seeks to reverse the notion that universal human rights are designed for the attainment of dignity and well-being of human beings and for enhancing the security and well being of socially, economically and civilisationally vulnerable peoples and communities."
More specifically, in the course of fleshing out his thought-provoking TREMF thesis, Baxi developed a number of distinguishable but intimately related main sub-claims. 5 The first such sub-claim is that the emergent TREMF paradigm (unlike the UDH paradigm which it is supplanting) insists on promoting and protecting the collective rights of various formations of global capital mostly at the direct expense of human beings and communities. 6 The second subclaim is that, much more than in the past, the progressive state -or at least the progressive "Third World" state -is now conceived as one that is a good host state to global capital; as one that protects global capital against political instability and market failure, usually at a significant cost to the most vulnerable among its own citizens; and as one that is in reality more accountable to the IMF and the World Bank than to its own citizens. 7 The third Baxian sub-claim is that in the new global order, a progressive state is also conceived under the TREMF paradigm as a State that is market efficient in suppressing and de-legitimating the human rights-based practices of resistance of its own citizens, if necessary in a violent way. 8 And the last such sub-claim is that unlike the UDH paradigm, the TREMF paradigm denies a significant redistributive role to the State. Here, Baxi argues that, in contrast to the UDH paradigm, the emergent TREMF human rights paradigm "denies any significant redistributive role to the State; calls upon the State to free as many spaces for capital as possible, initially by pursuing the three-Ds of contemporary globalization: deregulation, denationalization, and disinvestment." market. Other areas of the economy -such as the oil and gas, solid minerals, and information technology industries -have been in play as well. It is, therefore, not surprising that the Canadian human rights voice, often heard clearly in regard to human rights reform in the electoral process and child/maternal health areas, has been all but muted with regard to the antiprivatisation struggles waged over the last several years by Nigerian electricity and oil workers, and by other many other activist groups. In fact current trend tends to be for Canada to replace once active civil society actors in Africa and elsewhere with corporate actors in furtherance of its market-driven foreign policy objectives. 16 And this has been so despite the huge popularity of anti-privatization struggles among the vast majority of ordinary citizens in countries like Nigeria and the often repressive tactics adopted by various Nigerian governments to quieten or crush such protests.
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Thus, the behaviour of the two countries at issue here clearly exemplifies not just the aspect of the Baxian TREMF theory under discussion, but also all the other referenced theories.
The behaviour of the two countries also specifies one of the ways in which the TREMF paradigm circulates and operates in the Nigerian and Canadian contexts. For instance, it is noteworthy that the interest of certain formations of global capital in reaping the fruits of privatisation in Nigeria was diligently protected at the expense of the human rights of ordinary Nigerians. Further, for making this possible, including sometimes through violence, the Nigerian state was 'rewarded'
by Canada with its relative silence over its repression of the local anti-privatization movement.
This and other evidence also suggests that, at the very least, there is cause for a measure Beyond the evidence of some (somewhat passive) Canadian implication in the real life circulation and operation of the TREMF ideology in Nigeria and the baseline of understandable and indeed reasonable anxiety discussed above, there is little else in the specific (and admittedly limited) body of evidence gathered and analysed in the study on which this volume is based which explicitly and clearly suggests that the Canadian-Nigerian human rights relationship is characterized by the kind of steady decline toward the TREMF human rights paradigm that is predicted by Baxian theory. This should not be surprising given that Baxian theory is not itself totalising and only goes as far as describing the supplanting of the UDH paradigm by the TREMF mentality/approach as ongoing and incomplete. As such, the fact that a portion of the evidence analysed in this particular study does not clearly provide support to the Baxian TREMF theory does not necessarily invalidate the latter.
It should also be noted that even a failure in this one limited study of Canadian-Nigerian human rights engagements to find as much overt evidence in support of the TREMF theory as might have been expected does not necessarily mean that no more of such evidence exists. First, there is a para-politics that tends to frame and constrain such matters and functions to hide the relevant evidence from view. And secondly, Canadian-Nigerian human rights engagements constitute only a tiny fraction of the set of human rights operations relations that play out in Nigeria. What is more, at least one previous study did find strong support for the TREMF theory in the context of intra-Nigerian human rights struggles among labour activists and the executive, legislative and judicial branches of the Federal government of that country. 18 And so Baxian theory is hardly refuted by the evidenced that is analyzed in this volume.
Nevertheless, as is evident from the contribution to this volume by Ifeakandu/Ngwaba, the important fact remains that a significant portion of the evidence gathered and analyzed in this study suggests that the UDH-based human rights paradigm described in Baxian theory as being in the process of being steadily but surely supplanted by the TREMF paradigm has, at least on the surface, exerted appreciable influence on Canadian-Nigerian human rights engagements (especially in the children's rights and women's rights areas). In the light of these findings, it would seem reasonable to conclude that Baxian TREMF theory would profit from some tweaking and refinement to allow it to better account for the apparent resilience of the UDH paradigm in the face of a sustained and robust onslaught by the TREMF ideology on its influence in human rights praxis. It is important to note that far from calling for repudiation of Baxian TREMF theory, what is being sought here is merely its refinement to better calibrate and demarcate the zone of human rights praxis that is still occupied by the UDH paradigm from the area that has been captured by the emergent TREMF paradigm.
C. Patterns of Norm Entrepreneurship:
In their highly regarded work at the intersection of human rights and constructivist international relations theory, 19 Martha Finnemore and Karthryn Sikkink apply their "strategic social constructivism" to the human rights area, leading to the development of their theory of the "norm life cycle;" a theory that argues in favour of the centrality of the agency of the "norm entrepreneur" in catalyzing human rights change. Notice, however, that given the fact that the norm entrepreneurs described in, and envisaged by, Finnemore and Sikkink's theory are in fact (strictly speaking) human rights activists who function under the auspices of non-governmental organizations (NGOs) and civil society organizations (CSOs), the very substantial exemplication of this aspect of their theory that is provided by the evidence collected and analyzed in this study is still somewhat partial.
Thus, in the specific context of Canadian-Nigerian human rights engagements, it is a state actor here is that -as generally accurate as the theory is -it could still be tweaked/modified a significant bit, and thus refined, so as to allow it to better account for this very specific but nevertheless important character of the Canadian-Nigerian human rights engagement experience.
It is also clear from the analysis of the evidence that is analyzed in this study/volume that the kind of norm entrepreneurship that has been a feature of the Canadian-Nigerian human rights engagement experience has tended to proceed in a kind of one-way traffic. 30 To be precise, While Canada that has tended to act the role and wear the toga of the norm entrepreneur Nigeria The precise extent to which this one way traffic has been generated simply by the nature of the "objective" need, (i.e. the comparative prevalence of human rights violations in Nigeria and its relative absence in Canada), as opposed to more ideological and power-related factors (such as the prevalent mentality that views the world as divided into a West which tends to be a human rights heaven and the Third World that is largely a human rights hell), or even by both sets of factors functioning in concert, is somewhat hard to pin point. However, what is clear is that, considering that all of these factors have always been incontrovertibly present in the mix of forces that have shaped Canadian-Nigerian (and Canadian-Third World) relations for ages, 33 it will be difficult to conclude that the one-way traffic character of norm entrepreneurship in the experience of Canadian-Nigerian human rights engagements is somehow the pure result of an objective need for Canadian intervention in Nigerian affairs. Here again, nothing less than a refinement of the theory at issue is suggested. There is a need for Finnemore and Sikkink's norm life cycle theoretical framework to better account for and internalize the ideological and powerrelations factors which drive and have always driven human rights engagements across the global North-South divide. For example, these factors closely affect who can become an acknowledged norm entrepreneur and in what contexts.
D. Conclusion:
The article argues that, as geo-politically limited as it necessarily is, the body of evidence analyzed in the study that grounds this volume both exemplifies and challenges aspects of the two theoretical frameworks that grounded the research: that is, Upendra Baxi's germinal theory on the emergence to global dominance of a kind of "trade-related market-friendly human rights"
(TREMF) paradigm/discourse/mentality, and Martha Finnemore and Karthryn Sikikink's strategic social constructivist theory on the role of the norm entrepreneur in generating and driving the so-called norm life cycles through which human rights norms can often go from the margins of international socio-political life to the warm(er) embrace of the leaders/peoples of many a country/society.
As such, as validated as both theoretical models appear to have been in the specific context of our analysis in this volume of the evidence gathered from our study of the workings of Canadian-Nigerian human rights engagements, each of these theories still need a measure of refinement if they are to better account for specificities and particularities of this relationship.
Needless to say, this process of refinement will deepen and strengthen these theories. And therein lies the main contributions of this study/volume to human rights theory and knowledge.
